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Dear Dr. Rhoads: 



I nave just returnee f row an extended trip and find your letter of 
July 5 • I do not want it to go unanswered for long, so I make 
hasty response without the research I would prefer? 



First, I address myself 
your statement that the 
the Commission." 
mission's investigators 
certain of the evidence 



to your statement, 

c> , 



" We 



d o no t; a 

FBI and the Secret Service were 
that these agencies w 
and each "considered" 



My statement 1 



If the 



ree 

part of 
re the Com- 
for the Commission 



Commission had any other investi- 
gative staff,- I would appreciate your calling this to my attention. 
The executive agencies provided 100 percent of the Commission's 



investigative services, 100 percent of the investig 
sary related functions, including that of " 
for the members of the Commission 
staff part of it. 



tor 

cons ider inn;" 



a nd ne o es- 
t he e v i d e nc e 



ana 



were 



here as 



part of t; 



Next, I quote you on the Attorney General's 
misread or in part Ignore: "That order was 

title in the Government to the exhibits and 
Commission that were then in federal custody 
property." 



order, which you eicher 
c one erne d w i th ve s t i n,g 
other evidence of the 
and were not federal 



Tne clear meaning of this executive order and the manner in which it 



was public interpreted are contrary, 
said, "I have determined that the nat 
entire body of the e/idence considered 
in- the possession of the United. State 
emphasis.) 

It was to make this possible, for the 
part of the "entire body of evidence" 
tionally directed that "all the items 
returned ... should be acquired ..." 



The Attorney General actually 
ional interest requires the 
by the Commission ... and now 
s to be preserved intact . ' ’ ( K y 

United States already had that 
it did not own, that he a dd i - 
not owned ... and were not 



I believe it is impossible to interpret this order to mean tha'- the 
"entire body of evidence" consists of only that which the govern- 
ment had that was the property of others. I hope it is not necos- 
sary to define "intact". It means whole; in one unit. 




Dr. Rhoads 
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v'/nile it is corner +• -j- ^ ^ .l_ ■ 

— «*■ « ^.ru&pssss ^ 1 

£S£8&, I tSrs. tb A^ e ; i i^r?i«. thi = »*«.■ 

requests of the other executive age Mils! ° y ™ kln S the P ro - 

eaog-E^" E E n E -^ >; ' G ic --PO); is identical with Armstrcn- suw-- 
'-svy-ti, x intend no ambhlo , ; - nQ „ T . , ^ rat.tro% Exhi ; ; 

to or made from the same" source ^ if r a n x c , ra fctier ™y be simi.l 

troauced earlier whirh t-v P >, "il I 1 Crsia rci Exhibit 520k was i 

would be rever:ek“5E any e™rt er tSa:° Uld indlMte . «£ situs 
examine the indpv i 0 ff • the^e aee incomplete. If'vn-- 

see that the .page inclSdin? ?h e A ™?^? n § 0 ?'? lb “ ' 3 ° 9 ' B > you wi 

on all the margins. HowePr, there is no "o'- lb *PI 

IS reproduced (19H88-9). - e is no 0 



3 a- 



isr- 



ier 



psge included 



n- 

tion 

will 



in whs t 



'khat^I really want is the omitted 
available only in the original, but 
tion quoted. above, this i 
no problem. 



"nil 



now in your 



O' _ page. Perhaps it may be 
since , by your own interprets- 
possession, it should present 



Again I call t< 
and again I as] 



your attention the unanswered letters 

fVl n the . . utl o 



k for the mi 



- -- wuo inihhins 0ID1 q na f o rm m-o 

EEE ee jeeee^ *?• 



J. na VS 



explanation of why and how you 



wr 1 1; ten , 
rc;m- 



earlier been denied me, mos t par ticuia? aCCes ^ !° wha ^ ^ 
family contract with the General y ^ e d> srG 1 '0 the Kenne 

you are part. T believ- T am patin iT Administration, of which 
response. ~ 1 ara entitled to adequate and meaningful 
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Sincere ly. 






